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Period for ReplT^^^^^ DATE of this communication appears on thB cover sheet with the Correspon dence address 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHfS) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION MUNTH(S) FROM 

■ anTsT^^^^^^^^ .nnoevent,howeve..ayarep.ybe«.e,«,ed 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09 September 2004 . 
2b)M This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1^:18 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 13 Claim(s) 18 is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-15 and 77 Is/are r^jprtPri 

7) 13 Clalm(s) 16 is/are objected to. 

&)□ Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9)0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121(d) 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C, § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f) 
a)l3 All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .13 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority. documents have been received in Application No. 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

M°r'°;n''r"'"''""'^'''"°"'''> interview Summary (PT0413) 
^) L_J Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52^ 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □other: 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 1 1292004 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Refections - 35 USC §102 

Tke following is a quotation of tke appropriate paragrapks of 35 U.S.C. 102 tkat form 
tke tasis for tke rejections under tkis section made in tkis Of&ce action: 
A person skall te entitled to a patent tmless - 

(t) tke invention was patented or descrited in a printed putlication in tkis or a foreign 
country or in pufckc use or on sale in tkis country, more tkan one year prior to tke date of 
application tor patent in tke United States. 

Claims 1-4, 7 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(t) as teing anticipated ty Green 
et al (U.S patent 3,958,295). 

Tke patent to Green discloses tke invention as is claimed. Note figure 2 wkick skows tke 
wiper tlade (20) in cross section. Suck tlade kas constriction grooves to define an intermediary 
strip (19). As can te seen in figure 2, tke lateral defining surfaces of constriction grooves 
leading to tke strip (19) totk kave a spkerical course. Also, Green discloses a support element 
(16) wkick kas a connection device (13) tkereon for a wiper arm (10). Tke support element kas 

two tand-kke strips (skown tut not numtered) wkick engage in tke constriction grooves. Note 

tkat tke widtk of tke constriction grooves is greater tkan tke tkickness of tke spring strips. 

Witk respect to claim 1, note tkat tke grooves of Green are skaped suck tkat tkey would 

enatle tilting of tke wiper lip originating tetween tke edges of tke strips. Clearly tke lip is 

"tiltatle" or capatle of tilting. Netting would prokitit suck. 
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Claims 1, 2, 5-10, 13 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(t) as teing anticipated 
hy Rosen (U.S patent 3,636,583). 

Tke patent to Rosen discloses tke invention as is claimed. Note rutter wiper tlade (11) 
witk closed conduit (24) tWin for placement against window (25). Said conduit is closed hy 
plugs (23). Tke tlade kas two diverging grooves (19) tkerein for receiving separate tandJike 
strips (20). Note tkat tke widtk of tke constriction grooves is greater tkan tke tkickness of tke 
spring strips (fig. 2). Note crosspieces (21). 

Witk respect to claim 1, note tkat tke grooves of Rosen are skaped suck tkat tkey would 
enatle tilting of tke wiper lip originating feetween tke edges of tke strips. Clearly tke lip is 
"tiltatle" or capatle of tilting. Notking would prokitit suck. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
Tke following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) wkick forms tke Lasis for all 
obviousness rejections set fortk in tkis Office action: 

(a) A patent may „ot k okaineJ tkougk tke invention i. not iJenticaUy JiscUed or JescrikeJ as set fortk in 
section 102 oi tkis title, if tke Merences kelween tke sukject matter sougkt to ke patented anJ tke prior art are 
such that tke sukject matter as a wkole wo„]J kave keen okvious at tke time tke invention was made to a person 
havmg ordinary sbll in tke art to wk.ck said sukject matter pertains. Patentakikty skall not ke negatived ky tke 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Tkis application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentatikty of tke 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), tke examiner presumes tkat tke sutject matter of tke various 
claims was commonly owned at tke time any inventions covered tkerein were made atsent any 
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evidence to tke contrary. Applicant is advised of tke obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
tke inventor and invention dates of eacli claim tkat was not commonly owned at tlie time a later 
invention was made in order for tke examiner to consider tke appkcability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1, 7-13 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as keing unpatenlakle over 
Ricfcett (GB patent 1,222,648) in view of Anderson (US patent 3,372,423). 

Tke patent to Rickett discloses tke invention sukstantially as is claimed, including rukker 
wiper klade (10) for placement against windows. Tke klade kas two grooves (22,24) tkerein for 
receiving separate kandJike strips (32,34). Note tkat tke widtk of tke constriction grooves is 
greater tkan tke tkickness of tke spring strips (fig. 1). Note tkat tke spring strips extend longer 
tkan tke wiper klade. Note crosspieces (33) at opposite ends of tke klade wkick engage an upper 
surface of tke spring strips. 

Tke patent to Rickett discloses all of tke akove recited sukject matter witk tke exception 
of tke wiper lip keing tiltatle ketween tke constriction grooves. 

Tke patent to Anderson (see fig. 12) discloses skaping of tke constriction grooves (34) 
ketween tke spring strips (35) suck as to promote vaciUation or tilting of a portion or portions of 
tke wiper klade ketween tke strips. 

It would kave keen okvious to one of skill in tke art to skape tke constriction grooves of 
Rickett, as clearly suggested ty Anderson, to promote vacillation or tilting of tke wiper Llade and 
tkxis improve wiping performance. 
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Claims 1, 7-10, 13, 14, 15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as teing 
unpatentable over KroU (US patent 3,084,372) in view of Anderson (US patent 3,372,423). 

Tlie patent to KroW discloses the invention sufcstantially as is claimed (figs. 1,2). Note 
rutter wiper Wade (2) for placement against windows. Tke tlade kas two grooves (11) therein for 
receiving separate hand-like strips (12). Note tkat tke widtk of tke constriction grooves is greater 
tkan tke tkicfcness of tke spring strips (fig. 2) Note crosspieces (6,7) at opposite ends of tke 
klade, eack kaving a middle section wkich extends spaced a distance apart from the upper Land 
surface. With respect to claim 14, note that the yoke (3) is coupled to the strips (12) in a middle 
region of the spring strips and such yokes are emhodied as part of a connecting device for 
coupling with a wiper arm. 

The patent to Krohm discloses all of the aLove recited suhject matter with the exception of 
the wiper lip heing tiltatle ketween the constriction grooves. 

The patent to Anderson (see fig. 12) discloses shaping of the constriction grooves (34) 
tetween the spring strips (35) such as to promote vacillation or tilting of a portion or portions of 
the wiper tlade tetween the strips. 

It would have teen ohvious to one of skill in the art to shape the constriction grooves of 
Krohm, as clearly suggested ty Anderson, to promote vacillation or tilting of the wiper hlade and 
tkus improve wiping performance. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 09 Septemter 2004 Lave teen fiJly considered Lut tkey 

not persuasive. 

Applicant argues tliat none of tke cited art skows a wiper tlade in wkick tke support 
element merely comprises two elongated rails, wkick come to rest in groove-like constrictions tkat 
make possikle tke tilting movement. Suck is not persuasive. As set fortk akove, kotk Green and 
Rosen disclose groove-like constrictions tkat are skaped suck tkat tkey would allow tilting- 
movement as claimed. Tke grooves provide space to enakle suck tilting just as applicant's. Witk 
respect to Rickett and KroU, as set fortk akove, Anderson teackes skaping of tke constriction 
grooves to enakle flexing or vaciUation tkus enakling tke tiking of tke wiper klade as claimed. 

Allowal>}e Suhject Matter 

Claim 18 is allowed. 

Claim 16 is okjected to as teing dependent upon a rejected kase claim, kut would ke 
allowakle if rewritten in independent form including all of tke limitations of tke kase claim and 
any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated tke new ground(s) of rejection presented in tkis 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FlNAi. See MPBP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of tke extension of time policy as set fortk in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A skortened statutory period for reply to tkis final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from tke maikng date of tkis action. In tke event a first reply is filed witkin TWO 
MONTHS of tke mailing date of tkis final action and tke advisory action is not mailed until 
after tke end of tke THREE-MONTH skortened statutory period, tken tke skortened statutory 
period will expire on tke date tke advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will ke calculated from tke mailing date of tke advisory action. In no event, 
kowever, will tke statutory period for reply expire later tkan SIX MONTHS from tke date of tkis 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning tkis communication or earker communications from tke 
examiner skould ke directed to Gary K Grakam wkose telepkone numker is 571-272-1274. Tke 
examiner can normally ke reacked on Tuesday to Friday (6:30-4:00). 
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If attempts to reacli tke examiner hy telepkone are misuccessful, tke examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Warden can te reacW on 571-272-1281. Tke fax pkone numter for tke 
organization wkere tkis appkcation or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding tke status of an application may te ottained kom tke Patent 
Appkcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for putlisked applications 
may te ottained kom eitker Private PAIR or Putlic PAIR. Status information for unputlisked 
applications is availatle tkrougk Private PAIR only. For more information atout tke PAIR 
system, see kttp://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Skould you kave questions on access to tke Private PAIR 
system, contact tke Electronic Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-kee). 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1744 
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